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October 10, 2003

Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

‘Washington, D.C, 20554

Dear Kathleen Abernathy,

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for digitel television. As & consumer
and citizen, 1 feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovetion, consumer rights, and the uitimate adoption of DTV.

A robust. competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers’ ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing
movie studios to veto featurey of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technolopists what new products they can
create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want, and it could result in me being
charged more money for inferior functionality.

If the FCC issties a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other
equipment. I will not pay more for devices that limit my rights af the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mendate broadesst fag
technology for digital television. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

Scott LePera

4407 Mernidian Ave. N.
Senttie, WA 98103
usa
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Qctober 10, 2003

Commissloner Kathleen Q. Abernathy
Federal Communleations Commisslan
445 12th Street, NW

Washingtorr, D.C. 20584

Dear Kathleen Abernathy,

[ am writing to volce my opposition to any FCC-mendated adoption of "broadeast flag” technology for digltal television. As a
canhsumer and citizen, | fzel strongly that such a policy would be bad for Innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate
adoption of DTV.

A robust, competitive market for consumer eleetronles must be rooted In manufacturers' abllity to Innovate for thelr
custamers. Allowing movie studios to veto festures of DTV-reception agquipment will enable the studios to tell technelagists
what new praducts they can create. This will result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers ke me
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlor functionality.

If the FCC lesues 2 broadeast flag mandate, | would sctually be less llkely to make an Investment in DTV-capable receivers
and other equipment. | will not pay maere for devices that {imit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Flease do not mandate
broadcast flag technelogy for digital televislon. Thank you for your time

Sincerely,

James Nash

84 Park St.
Buftalo, NY 14201
USA
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October 10, 2003

Commissloner Kathleen Q. Abernathy
Federal Communleatians Commission
445 12th Strest, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Kathleen Abernathy,

| am writing to express my deep oppositiort to any government(FCC)-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag” technology for
digltal television. Ag an American, @ veter, and a movie geer, | feel strangly that suzh a poliey would be bad for Innovatlan
In the Industry , consumer rights, and the uitimate adoption of DTV,

The people who brought us Digital TV were enly able to de 0 because of a market that favered Innovation without Industry
overaight. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will eénable the studies to tell technologlsts
what new products they can create. This will result In products that don't necesssarlly refiect what consumers llke me
actually want, and it could result in me belng charged more meney for Inferlor functionality. This ls contrary to our current
economlic model and Is simply nat necessary.

If the FCC lssues a broadceast flag mandate, | would actually be less likely to make an Investment In DTV.capable recelvers
and other equipment. | wil not pay more for devices that imit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do net mandate
broadceast lag technelogy for digital talevision. The consumers will not accept it and the FCC will have hindered
expression and Innovation yet again. Thanks for your time.

Slneerely,

Bryan Kennedy

1174 Selby Avenue
Sseint Paul, MN 55104
Usa



Page 1 of 1 2:59:48 PM, 10/10/03 5413023099 -

Qctober 10, 2003

Commissioner Kathlean Q. Abernathy
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20354

Dear Kathleen Abemnathy,

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadeast flag” technology for digital television. A a consumer
and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV.

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics mst be rooted in manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing
movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologists what new products they can
create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me aetnally want, and it conld result in me being
charged more money for inferior fanctionality.

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandste, [ would actually be less likely to make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other
equipment. 1 will not pay move for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate broadeast flag
technology for digjtal television. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

Derek Powazek

915 Cole Street #356
San Franeisca, CA 94117
usa,
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October 10, 2003

Commussioner Kathleen Q. Abemathy
Federal Communicanons Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554
Dear Kathleen Abemathy,

I am wntng to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadeast flag” technology for digital
television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer
rights, and the ultirnate adoption of DTV,

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers’ ability to innovate for
their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DT V.reception squipment will enable the studies to
tell technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect
what consumers hike me actually want, and it could result 1n me being charged mozre money for inferior
functionality,

If the FCC issues a broadeast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an investment in DT V-capable
receivers and other equipment. I wll not pay more for devices that limit my nights at the behest of Hollywood.
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for digrtal telewmsion. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

Paul Mueller

3956 E Flower St
Tucson, AZ 85712
UJSA
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October 10, 2003

Commlssloner Kathleen Q. Abernathy
Federal Communleations Commigslon
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Kathleen Abernathy,

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag” technology for digital television. As a
consumer and ctizen, | feel strengly that such & poiley would be bad for Innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate
adoption of DTV.

A robust, competitive market for consumer alectronlcs must be rootad In manufacturers' abllity to Innovate for thelr
custamers. Allawing movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will engble the studios to tell techneloglsts
what rew products they can create. This will result In products that don't necessartly reflect what consumers |lke me
actually want, and It couid result In me being charged more money for Inferlor functionality.

It the FCC Igsues a broedcast flag mandate, | wouid actually be less likely to make an Investment In DTV-capable recelvers
and other equipment. | will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate
broadcast flag technalogy for digital television. Thank yveu for yoeur time.

Sincerely,

Zachary Helman
3765 mt. vernon ave.
Cincinnatl, OH 45209
USA
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October 10, 2003

Commigsloner Kathleen Q. Abernathy
Federal Coammunleations Cammilasian
445 12th Streat, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Kathleen Abernathy,

I 2m writing to volce my opposition to any FCC-mendated adoption of "broadceast flag” technology for digital televiston. As a
consumer and eltizen, | feel strongly that such a polley would be bad for Innovation, censumer rights, and the ultimate
adoptlon of DTV.

A robust, competitive market for cansumer electronics must be rooted In manufacturars' abllity to Innavate for thelr
customers. Allowing movie studios to vete features of DTV-reception equipment wlill enable the studlos to tell technologists
what new products they can create. This will result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers llke me
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlor functionality.

it the FCC lssues a broadeast flag mandate, | would actually be less likely to make an Investment In DTV-capable recelvers
and other equipment. | will not pay more fer devices that iimit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. FPlease do not mandate
broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for ysur tima.

Slncerely,

Kelly Guimont
8726 SE Alder
Portland, OR 87218
usa
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Cetober 10, 2003

Commussioner Kathleen Q. Abemathy
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Kathleen Abemathy,

I am wrting to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag” technology for digital
television. As a consumer and citizen, | feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer
nghts, and the ultimate adoption of DTV,

If the mobon pictuge studios have their way, the Federal Communications Commission (FCC) will foree all
future televisions to include Hollywood-2pproved "content protection” technologies. Fair use, innovation and
competition will suffer. What’s more, the "broadcast flag” technology that the Motion Picture Association of
Amenca (MPAA) has proposed 15 so weak that it will do nothing to stemn Internet redistubution of television
programs. In fact, the only people hurt by this are legitimate consumers, innovators and researchers.

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers’ ability to innovate for
their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studics to
tell technologists what new products they can create. This wll result in products that don't necessaxly reflect
what consumers like me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more money for inferior
tunctonality.

1f the FCC sssues a broadeast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an investment in DTV-capable
recervers and other equipment. I will not pay more for devices that imit my nghts at the behest of Hollpwood.
Please do not mandate broadeast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

Zac Holman

3765 Mount Vemon Ave
Cincinnan, OH 45209
URA
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Oectober 10, 2003

Commissloner Kathleen Q1. Abernathy
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Kathleen Abérnathy,

{ am writing to volee my opposition to any FCC.mandated adoption of "broadeast flag” technology for dightal television. As a
consumer and cltizen, | feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate
adoption of DTV.

A robust, competitive market for consumer 2lactronies must be rooted In manufacturers' abliity to innovate for thair
customers. Allowing mevie studios to vete features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios teo tell technologists
what new products they can create. Thig will result In products that dor't necessarlly refiect what consumers Hke me
actually want, and it couid result In me belng charged more monay for Inferlor functlorallty.

It the FCC lssues a brogdeast flag mandate, | would actuslly be less likely 1o make an Investment In DTV-capable recelvers
and other equipment. | will not pay mare for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate
broadeast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

Michael Harrls

1447 West Arthur Avenue
Apartment #11

Chleago, tL BOB2E

USA
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October 10, 2003

Commlssloner Kathleen Q. Abernathy
Federal Communlcations Cammission
445 12th Street, NwW

Waghington, D.C. 20554

Dear Kathleen Abernathy,

| am writing to volce my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadeast flag” technology for digltal television. As a
consumar and eitfzen, | feel strongly that sueh a policy would be bad far Innovetion, consumer rights, and the ultimate
adoption of DTV.

A robust, competitive market far consumer electronics must be rosted In manufacturers' sblitty to innavate for thalr
customers. Altowing mevie studlos to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technoteglsts
what new products they can create. This will result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers itke me
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more moeney for Inferlor functionality.

it the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, | would actually be lesg Itkely to make an Investment in DYV-capabie recelvers
and other equipment. | will not pay more for devices that limit my rights et the behest of Hollyweod. Please do net mandate
broadeast flag technology for digital television. Thank yeu for your time.

Sincerely,

Bradley Buda

1109 White St

Ann Arhor, Mi 48104
USA
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October 10, 2003

Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Kathleen Abemathy,

1 am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mendated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for digital television. As a consumer
and citizen, I feel strongly thet such a policy wonld be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the tltimate adoption of DTV.

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to innovate for their enstomers. Allowing
movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will eneble the smdios to tell technologists what new products they can
create. This will result in produets that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want, and it conld result in me being
cherged more money for inferior functionality.

1f the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other
equipment. I will not pay more for devices that imit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate broadcast flag
technology for digital television. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

Kevin Scheetz

7014 Southberry Hill
Canfield. OH 44406
Usa
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Oetober 10, 2003

Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy
Federal Cammunications Cammission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Kathleen Abernathy,

| am writing to velee my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for digital television. As a
consumer and citizen, | feef strongly that such a paliey would be bad for Innavation, consumer rights, and the uitmata
adaption of DTV,

A robust, competitive market for consumer eleetronles must be rocted In manufacturers' abliity to Innevate for thalr
customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologlsts
what new products they can create. This will result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers llke me
actually want, and 1 could result In me belng charged more monay for Inferior functionality,

It the FCC Issues a broadeast flag mandate, | would actually be less Hikely to make an Investment In DTV-capable recelvers
and other equipment. | will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate
broadeast flag technology for digital television. Thank yau for yaur time.

Sincerely,

Joe Hughes

32 Oak St #2
Somervilie, MA 02143
USA
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QOctober 10, 2003

Commissioner Kathleen QO Abernathy
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street. HW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Kathleen Abernathy.

I am writing to voice ny opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast
tlag" technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen. I feel
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation. consumer rights, and the
ultimate adoption of DTV.

A robust. competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell
technologists what nev products they can create. This will result in products
that don't necessarily reflect wvhat consumers like me actually want, and it could
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality.

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate. I would actually be less likely to
nake an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other eguipment. I will not pay
nore for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not

mandate broadecast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for vour time.

Sincerely.

Alberto Escarlate
163 Imperial Ave
Westport., CT 0685830
Usa
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October 10, 2003

Commussioner Kathleen Q. Abemathy
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Kathleen Abemathy,

I amn wnting to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for digital
televtsion, As a consumer and citizen, | feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer

aghts, and the ultmate adoption of DTV,

A robust, competitive market for consurmer electronics must be rooted in manufactusers' ability o innovate for
their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV.reception equipment will enable the studios to
tell technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products that don't necessanly reflect
what consumers like me actually want, and 1t could result in me being charged more money for infedor
functionality.

If the FCC issues a broadeast flag mandate, ] would actually be less likely to make an investment in DTV-capable
recarvers and other equipment. I will not pay more for devices that limut my rights at the behest of Hollywood.
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for digrtal telewision, Thank you for your tume.

Sincerely,

Aran Murn

3306 Newton Street
Torrance, CA 90505
Usa



Page 1 of 1 2:48:38 PM, 10/10/03 5413023099 -

Qctober 10, 2003

Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy
Federal Communleations Commisslon
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Kathleen Abernathy,

I am writing to volce my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadceast flag” technology for digital televislon. As a
consumer and eltizen, | feel strongly that such a policy wolid be bad for Innavation, consumer rights, and the ultimate
adoptlon of DTV,

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronies must be rooted In manufacturers' abllity to Inmavate for their
customers. Allawing mevie studios to vets features of DTV-reception equipment will enabie the studlos to tell technalogists
what new produicts they can create. This will result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers llke me
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlor functionallty.

If the PCC lssues a broadeast flag mandate, | would actuslly be legs likely to make an Investment In DTV-capable recelvers
and other equipment. | will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood, Please do not mandata
broadceast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for yaur time.

Slincerely,

arle garner

4008 NE 11th
Portland, OR §7212
USA
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October 10. 2003

Commissioner Kathleen Q Abernathy
Federal Communications Comnmission
445 12th Street. NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Kathleen Abernathy.

I am writing to voice ny opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast
flag’ technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen., I feel
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation. consumer rights. and the
ultinate adoption of DTV.

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronice must be rooted in
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studias to tell
technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products
that don't necessarily reflect vhat consumers like ne actually want, and it could
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality.

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate. I would actually be less likely to
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay
mnore for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Pleasse do not

mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank wyou for your tinme.

Sincerely.

Dave Marti

699 Sherrylynn Blvd #16
Pleasant Hill Ia 50327
Usa
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October 10, 2003

Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abemathy
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20354

Dear Kathleen Abernathy,

I amn writing to voice my oppositon to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadeast flag” technelogy for digital
telemsion. As a consumer and citizen, [ feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer
nrights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV.

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers’ ability to innovate for
their custemers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DT V-reception equipment will enable the studios to
tell technologists what new products they can create. This wall result in products that don't necessanly reflect
what consurners like me actually want, and 1t could result in me baing charged more money for infenor
funchonality.

If the FCC 1ssues a broadcast flag mandate, [ would actually be less likely to make an investment in DTV-capable
recervers and other equipment. I will not pay more for devices that imit my nghts at the behest of Hollywood.
Please do not mandate broadeast flag technology for digital telemision. Thank you for yous time.

Sincerely,

Nelson Willanson
2028 N Tayler St.
Adington, VA 22207
USA



Page 1 of 1 2:21:35 PM, 10/10/03 5413023099

October 10, 2003

Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street. NW

Washington. D.C. 20554

Dear Kathleen Abernathy.

I am writing to wvoice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast
flag" technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen, 1 feel
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation. consumer rights, and the
ultinate adoption of DTV.

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell
technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want. and it could
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality.

It the FCC issues a broadecast flag mandate. I would actually be less likely to
nake an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other eguipment. I will not pay
nore for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not

nandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank vou for your time.

Sincerely.

Lawraence Jacob Siebert
16960 Qakridge Lane
Morgan Hill., CA 95037
Usi
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October 10, 2003

Comumussioner Kathleen Q. Abemathy
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, N'W

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear [Kathleen Abermathy,

I am wnhng to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadeast flag" technology for digital
television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer
nghts, and the ultmate adeption of DTV,

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers’ ability to innovate for
their customers. Allowing mowie studios to veto features of DT V-reception equiprnent will enable the studios to
tell technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect
what consumers like me actually want, and 1t could result n me being charged more money for infenor
funcuonality,

1f the FCC 1ssues a broadeast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an investment in DTV-capable
recervers and other equipment. I will not pay more for devices that limit my nghts at the behest of Hollywood.
Please do not mandate broadcast tlag technology for digital telewsion. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

H. Nix

105 Donis Lane Apt. A
Florence, AL 35630
USA
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Octobar 10, 2003

Commlssloner Kathieen Q. Abernathy
Federal Communl¢atians Commigslon
445 12th Street, NW

Weshington, D.C. 20554

Dear Kathleen Abernathy,

| am writing to volee my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag” technology for digttal television. As a
consumer and cltizen, | feel strongly that such a policy wolld be bad for Innovatien, consumer rights, and the ultimate
adoption of DTV.

A rabust, competitive market for consumer electronles must ba roated In manufacturers' abllity to Innovate for thelr
customers. Allowing movie studlos te veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studies to tell teehnolaglsts
what new products they can create. This will result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers like me
actually want, and It eould result in me being charged more money for Inferlor functionality.

it the FCC lssues a broadeast flag mandate, | would actuzlly be less likely to make an Investment in DTV-capable recebvers
and other equlpment. | wiit net pay mare for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do net mandate
broadcast flag technology for digital tefevision. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

Timothy MeClanahan
1441 102nd Ave NE
Beallevue, WA 88004
UsSA
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October 11, 2003

Commissloner Kathleen Q. Abernathy
Federal Communleations Cammliasian
445 12th Street, NwW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Kathleen Abearnathy,

[ am writing to volee my opposition 1o any FCC-mandsted adoption of *broadcast flag” technology for digltal television. As a
consumer and cltizen, | feel strongly that such a palley would be bad for Innavetion, eonsumer rights, and the Uitimate
adoptlon of DTV.

A robust, competitive market for consumer electrsnics must be rooted In manufacturers' abliity to (nnovate for thelr
customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment wlil enable the studios to tell technologists
what new products they can create. This will result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers llke me
actually want, and it could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlor functionality,

If the FCC lssues a broadeast flag mandate, | would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DTV-capable recelvers
and other equipment. { wlll not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hoilywoed. Please do not mandste
broadeast flag technalogy for digital television. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

Joseph Klare

2529 Frank St

Vilia Hills, KY 41017
USA
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October 11, 2003

Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abemathy
Federal Communications Cotnmission
445 i2th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Kathleen Abernathy,

T am writing to veice my opposition to eny FCC-mandated adoption of “broadcast flag" technology for digital television. As a consumer
and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV.

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing
maovie smdios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologists what new praduets they can
create. This will result in produets that don't necesparily reflect what consumers like me actually want, and it could result in me being
charged more money for inferior functonality.

If the FCC issues a broadeast flag mandate, T would actually be less likely to make an investment in DTV-cepable receivers and other
equipment. [ will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate broadcast flag
technology for digital television, Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

Jason Walker

843 N. Washtenaw, FL 3
Chicago, IL 60622

UsA
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Qctober 11, 2003

Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Kathleen Abernathy,

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadeast flag" technology for digital television. As a constimer
and citizen, [ feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for inriovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV,

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers’ ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing
movie studios to veto features of DT V-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologists what new products they can
create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consurmers like me actually want, and it could result in me being
charged more money for inferior functionaity.

1f the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate. 1 wonld actually be less likely to make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other
equipment. I will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate broadcast flag
technology for digital television. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

John Lamb

21902 Albion Ave
Farmington Hills, MI 48334
usa
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October 11. 2043

Commissioner Kathleen Q Abernathy
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street. NU

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Kathleen Abernathy,

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-nmandated adoption of "broadcast
flag" technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen. I feel
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation. consumer rights. and the
ultimate adoption of DTV.

A Tobust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios tao tell
technologists what newv products they can create. This will result in products
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want. and it could
result in me being charged more monev for inferior functionality.

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate. I would actually be less likely to
make an investment in DT¥-capable receivers and cther egquipment. I will not pay
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do nat

mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for vour time.

Sincerely.

John Hayes

3806 € Grey Fox Circle
Williamsburg, V& 23188
Usa
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Oetober 11, 2003

Commissioner Kathieen Q. Abernathy

Federal Communications Carmmlgsian

445 12th Street, NW

Washingten, D.C. 20554

Dear Kathleen Abgrnathy,

I am writing to volce my SUPPORT of the FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag” technology for digltal television. As a
consumer and citizen, | feel strongly that such a poliey would ba GOOD for Innovation, consumar rights, and the uitimate
adoption of DTV.

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted In manufacturers' abllity to Innovate for thelr
customars. Allowing movie studlos to vets features of DTV-reception equipment will be & favorable move.

If the FCC lssues a broadrast flag mandate, | would actually be more likely to make an Investment In DTV-cepable
recelvers and othar equipment.

Please mandate broadcast flag technology for digital televislon. Thank you for your time.

Sinceraty,

Portar Varsfelt

4441 Freeman Road, NE
Marletta, GA 30082

USA
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October 11, 2003

Commissicner Kathleen Q. Abemathy
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Kathleen Abemathy,

I am writing to volce my opposition to sny FCC-mandated adoption of "broadeast flag" technology for digital television. As a consumer
and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV.

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in mannfachirers’ ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing
movie stadios to veto features of DT V.reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologists what new products they can
create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want, and it could result in me being
charged more money for inferior functionality.

If the FCC ispues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other
equipment. [ will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate broadcast flag
technology for digital television. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

Josh Steadmon

681 Shasteen Bend Dr.
Winchester, TN 37398
Usa
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Qctober 11, 2003

Commlssloner Kathiean Q. Abernathy
Federal Communlcations Commissian
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Kathleen Abernathy,

| am writing to volee my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadceast flag" technology for digital television. As a
consumer and cltizen, | feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate
adoption of DTV,

A rabust, competitive market for consumer alectronles must be rooted In manufacturers' abllity to Innovate for thelr
customers. Allowing movie studlas to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enabie the studios to tell technologlsts
what new products they can create. This will result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers llke me
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for Infarior functionality,

it the FCC Issues a broadeast flag mandate, | would actually be less ilkely to make an Investment in DTV.capable recelvers
and ather equipment. | will not pay mare for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollyweod. Please do not mandate
bromdcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

Tas Dienes

2825 Floral Ave
Riverslde, CA 52507
usa
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October 11, 2003

Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20334

Denr Kathleen Abernathy,

I am writing to voice my oppogition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" techneology for digital television. As a consumer
and citizen, I feel strongly that such & policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV,

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing
meovie studios to veto features of DT V-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologists what new products they can
create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want, and it conld result in me being
charged more money for inferior fanctionality.

If the FCC isstes a broadcast flag mandate, I would actuelly be less likely to make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other
equipment. [ will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate broadcast flag
technology for digital television. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

Bjom Billing

2408 Westport Circle
Marietta, G4 30064
Usa
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October 11, 2003

Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abemathy
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Kathleen Abemathy,

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adaption of "broadcast flag” technology for dipatal
television, As a consurner and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innevation, consumer
nights, and the ultimate adopton of DTV.

A robust, compentive martket for consumner electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to innovate for
their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV-receptien equipment will enable the studios to
tell technologists what new products they can create. This will result 1n products that don't necessarily reflact
what consumers like me actually want, and 1t could result in me being charged more money for inferior
funetionalty.

If the FCC issues a broadeast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an investment in DT V-capable
receivers and other equipment. I will not pay more for devices that imit my ughts at the behest of Hollywood.
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology tor digital telewision. Thank you for your firne.

Sincerely,

Juhan Kongslie

16905 NW Joscelyn St
Beaverton, OR 97006
UsA
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October 11, 2003

Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy
Federal Communications Commnissicn
445 12th Street,. NU

Washington, D.C., 2056&4

Dear Kathleen Abernathy.

I am writing to wvoilce mny opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast
flag" technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel
stronglv that such & policy would be bad for innovation. consumer rights, and the
ultimnate adoption of DTY.

A rombust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in
manufacturers’' ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to
veto features of DIV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell
technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products
that don't necessarily reflect what consumners like me actually want. and it could
result in me being charged amore monevy for inferior functionality.

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate. T would actually be less likely to
make an investment in DTV—capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay
more for devices that limit mv rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not

mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely.

John Lourenco
47il1 S Elm Ave
Fresno. CA 93746
USA



